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l. I ntroduction

The Reilly Tar & Chenmical Superfund Site (the Reilly site) is located at 1500 South Ti bbs
Avenue in the southwest quadrant of I|ndianapolis. Mnnesota Street divides the 120 acre property
into two parcels. The Cak Park property is |located north of Mnnesota Street and occupi es
approxi mately 40 acres. The Maywood property is |located south of Mnnesota Street and occupies
approxi mately 80 acres.

The U. S. Environnental Protection Agency (U S. EPA) and the Indi ana Departnent of
Envi ronnental Managenent (I DEM have jointly overseen cleanup activities at the Reilly site
under the authority of the Conprehensive Environnental Response, Conpensation, and Liability
Act of 1980, as amended (CERCLA), 42 U. S.C. Section 9601, et seq. U S. EPA and IDEM entered into
a Consent Decree with Reilly who agreed to performthe renmedy for QU 2 at the site That Consent
Decree was entered by the U S. District Court for the Southern District of Indiana on February
6, 1995. The Consent Decree requires Reilly to inplenent the renedy selected by U S. EPA (with
IDEM s concurrence) in a Septenber 30, 1993 Record of Decision (ROD). That Consent Decree and
t he acconpanyi ng docunents will be nodified, to the extent necessary, to reflect the renedy
changes described in this Explanation of Significant D fferences (ESD).

Reilly has designed and inplenented the final renedy for QU 2 at the site under U S. EPA and
| DEM oversight. During the inplenentation process, newy discovered i nfornation has persuaded
U S EPA and IDEMthat certain technical nodifications and i nprovenents to the sel ected renedy
are appropriate. Section 117(c) of CERCLA and Section 300 435(c)(2)(1) of the National Ol and
Hazar dous Substances Contingency Pl an establish procedures for explaining, docunenting, and
informng the public of significant changes to the renedy that occur after the ROD is signed. An
ESD is. required when the renedial action to be taken differs significantly fromthe remedy
selected in the ROD but does not fundanentally alter that renedy with respect to scope,
performance, or cost. This ESD and supporting docunentation shall becone part of the
adm nistrative record file which is available at the Indianapolis Public Library (48 East St
Claire) and at the U S EPA regional office in Chicago, Illinois (77 W Jackson Blvd, 7th Floor),
during normal business hours.



Il. Summary of Site Hi story, Contam nation Problens, and Sel ected Renedy
A Site History

I ndustrial devel opnent of the Reilly site began in 1921 when the Republic Creosoting Conpany
(which later becane Reilly Tar & Chemical, which in turn becane Reilly Industries, Inc.) started
a coal tar refinery and a creosote wood treatnent operation on the Maywood property. On-site
wood treatnent operations occurred from 1921 until 1972. Beginning in 1941, several chem ca
pl ants were constructed and operated on the Gak Park property. Environnental problens at the
site are related to the nanagenent and di sposal of creosoting process wastes and to wastes
associ ated with and substances used in the process of nanufacturing custom synthesized specialty
chem cal s.

In 1984, Reilly Tar was listed on U S. EPA's National Priorities List (NPL), a roster of the
nation's worst hazardous waste sites, naking it eligible for cleanup under the Superfund program
In 1987, the potentially responsible party (Reilly) agreed to conduct a renedial investigation
(RI) to characterize the nature and extent of contami nation at the site, and a feasibility study
(FS) to evaluate and conpare renedial alternatives according to the terns of an Adm nistrative
O der on Consent between the U S. EPA and Reilly Tar & Chenmi cal

In 1989, Reilly Tar & Chem cal changed their corporate nane to Reilly Industries,
I ncor porated, under which they operate today.

In June, 1992, a Record of Decision was signed by the Regional Administrator for the first
operable unit at the site, calling for a groundwater extraction/treatmnment/di scharge systemto be
installed to contain the migration of groundwater contam nated by the site at the site boundary.

In Septenber, 1992, Reilly agreed to incorporate RCRA corrective action requirenents into
existing site studies according to the terms of an anendnent to the existing Adm nistrative
O der on Consent between the U S. EPA and Reilly Tar & Chenmi cal

B. Cont am nati on Probl ens

A detailed anal ysis of past operations during Task 2 of the Renedial Investigation
denmonstrated that there are at least five forner waste di sposal areas onsite. These five forner
wast e di sposal areas were identified as potential source areas for both on-site and off-site
contam nation. These include the Line Pond on the Cak Park property, the Abandoned Railway
Trench on the northern portion of the Maywood property, the Forner Sludge Treatnent Pit on the
northern portion of the Maywood property, the Drainage Ditch on the southern portion of the
Maywood property and the South Landfill on the southern portion of the Maywood property (See
Figure 1). This task also identified groundwater as a prinary area of investigation for the R

The Lime Pond was a | agoon constructed in 1953 to receive waste di scharges fromthe first
synthetic pyridine base processing unit constructed on the Qak Park property. Dinensions of the
Li me Pond are approxi mately 350 feet by 350 feet. Until 1965, discharges from process areas on
the Gak Park property went to the Linme Pond, which included solid material and sludge that had
settled out of the waste water discharged to the Line Pond area. Since 1965, when a connection
to the city sewer was nade, the Linme Pond has received only water from boiler bl owdown fromthe
boi |l er operations on the Cak Park property.

Buried druns were discovered during the Rl soil borings at the Linme Pond. These drums were
encountered at |ocations to the east and southeast of the |linme pond during soil boring
activities. A nagnetonetry survey was i nmmedi ately conducted which highlighted several areas to
the north and east of the |linme pond where buried netallic debris such as druns nay be | ocated. A



drumrenoval plan was prepared and its requirenents were incorporated into the amended

adm ni strative order on consent signed in Septenber, 1992. This plan called for the
investigation of the areas identified by the nagnetoneter survey and if druns were unearthed,
they were to be renoved. A total of 149 druns were renoved during field activities i n Novenber
1992. The area fromwhere the druns were excavated is referred to as the Lime Pond Drum Renova
area and is one of the areas addressed by the Septenber 1993 ROD.

Borings in the Line Pond generally encountered |ine sludge fromthe pond surface to a depth
of four to seven feet. The Linme Pond contains on the order of 15,000 cubic yards of |ime sludge
generated from boil er bl owdown (water used for cooling of boilers that does not cone into
contact with production of chemcals). This lime sludge generally contains |ess than one part
per mllion total organics.

The soils to the north and east of the Lime Pond, in the Drum Renoval Area, were found to be
contami nated with volatile organics up to levels of approxi mately 5,522,000 parts per billion
(ppb) and sem -volatile organics up to |levels of approxi mately 9,870, 000 ppb

The Abandoned Railway Trench was used as an unl oading and | oadi ng area for incom ng rai
shipnents. The railroad tracks were constructed bel ow ground level to facilitate these
operations. During the 1960s, the use of the railway trench for |oading and unl oadi ng purposes
decreased and it was gradually filled in with drums of off-specification coal tar enanel.

Foundry sand obtained froma variety of local industry was also used to conplete the filling of
the trench. It is estinmated that the trench was approxi mately five feet deep by fifteen feet
wi de by 580 feet |ong based on Phase Il investigations

Test pits conpleted in the railway trench area revealed a sloping rail bed at a depth of
approxi mately three feet at the south end of the trench and at a depth of approxinmately at the
north end. A surface |ayer of crushed stone was encountered at each test pit |location and fil
mat eri al consisting of black, brown or gray sand and gravel, foundry sand, coal cinders, coal
tar wastes, wood debris and druns was found beneath. Soil contam nant concentrations trench
sanpling for volatile organics ranged to 656,000 ppb and for sem -vol atile organics
126, 020, 000 ppb

Fromthe early 1950s until 1979, waste water sludge fromthe coal tar refinery and synthetic
chem cal s operations was dried by placing it in the Forner Sludge Treatnent Pit, located in the
center of the Maywood property. The sludge pit was used for thickening sludge by evaporation
prior to off-site landfill disposal. The current RCRA-permtted sludge treatnent area is | ocated
directly above the northern portion of this historical area. The di nensions of the origina
sludge pit, as reported in the R, are 110 feet long by 20 feet wide by 4 feet deep

Soi | contam nant concentrations in the sludge pit sanpling for volatile organics ranged to
202,900 ppb and for sem-volatiles 53,710,000 ppb

From the beginning of site operations in 1921 until the md 1970s, the southern portion of
t he Maywood property was used as a landfill, the South Landfill, for construction debris and
soil. In addition, various solid and sem -solid wastes (tars, sludges, still bottons, tank
cleanings) fromthe coal tar and the synthetic chem cals operations were al so deposited in this
area. Coal refinery wastes deposited in the area included off-specification pitches, creosoted
tinbers, coal, and tank car sludges and waste water sludge fromthe Maywood Anerican Petrol eum
Institute (APlI) separator. Wastes fromthe synthetic chemical operations were al so deposited in
the south landfill beginning in the 1960s. These wastes included waste water sludge fromthe AP
separator and distillation residues fromvarious unit processes including vinylpyridine residue
and 3-pyridine carbonitrile residue. D nensions of the south landfill are approximately 1000
feet by 200 feet.



A dug well, or fire pond, was situated at the extrene southeast corner of the south
landfill. This pond was reportedly dug by facility personnel for the purpose of providing a
wat er supply for fire suppression. The dinmensions of the fire pond were approxi mately 112 feet
in dianeter and 23 feet in depth. The fire pond dried up after a period of tine, probably due to
the increased industrial groundwater usage in the site vicinity. Limted data regardi ng the
materials used to fill the dry dug well (reported to be tars, sludges, various chem ca
production residues, and foundry sand) were derived during the R .

The estimated volune of fill material in the South Landfill is 34,000 cubic yards. Soil
contam nant concentrations in the South Landfill sanmpling for volatile organics range to 197, 300
ppb and for seni-volatiles 35,280,000 ppb. Field investigations in this area also identified
bot h NAPLs (non-aqueous phase |iquids) and DNAPLs (dense non-aqueous phase |iquids) as present
in the groundwater in the formof oily sheen and distinct oil phases in groundwater sanples.

A RCRA facility investigation in 1990 identified potential rel eases of hazardous
constituents fromsurface water drainage fromthe South Landfill. An inspection by the
Departnent of Fish and Wldlife on January 31, 1992 identified the fire pond sludges as
immnently hazardous to wildlife As a result, EPA directed Reilly to performan interi mneasure

at the South Landfill to mnimze these risks until a final renedial action could be
inpl enented. This interimneasure consisted of regrading and covering the eastern portion of the
landfill with six inches of clean soil, placenent of plastic netting over the fire pond to

prevent waterfow fromlanding in this area, and constructi on of drainage controls to prevent
runoff fromthis area fromleaving the site . These activities were conpleted in April 1992.

Prior to 1970, waste water and stormwater were conveyed fromthe APl separator by the
Former Drainage Ditch into the Raynond Street storm sewer, which then discharged directly to
Eagl e Creek. This water consisted of water separated fromthe raw tar, water decanted fromthe
tar storage tanks, water separated fromthe oil-water, "wet-dry" in the refinery, blowdown water
fromthe boil er operations, aqueous sodiumsulfate fromthe extraction of tar acids and tar
bases fromthe light and mddle oils, and stormwater entering the systemdue to natural
drai nage. Historically, the length of the ditch was 1220 feet, the width was between 15 and 50
feet, and the depth was approxi mately 8 feet.

Soi | contam nant concentrations in the Forner Drainage Ditch sanpling for volatile organics
range to 199,930 ppb and for sem-volatiles 117,120,000 ppb.

Hot Spot Delineation

Further evaluation of the Rl data by U S. EPA determined that the soil contam nati on was
present in discrete locations within the CERCLA Areas. These hot spots, if addressed, would
significantly reduce the contam nant concentrations at the site as well as significantly reduce
the risks posed by contributions to soil and groundwater contam nation fromthese areas. Al of
the CERCLA Areas were reevaluated by U S. EPA to devel op hot spot vol unes for treatnent
alternatives for soil cleanup; this reevaluation process yielded revised vol unes for three of
the areas, the Linme Pond Drum Renoval Area, the Abandoned Railway Trench, and the Forner
Drai nage Ditch, that were significantly |lower than those presented in the Feasibility
Study/ Corrective Measures Study (FS/CVs5), that represent the nmajority of the contam nation
associ ated with the CERCLA Areas.

The revi sed vol unes represent the nost heavily contam nated soils in the unit, whichis a
portion of all the soil in the unit. CERCLA Areas were evaluated by exami ning the results of the
soi | /sl udge testing and the Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure (TCLP) testing. The
sanpl es collected during the Renedial |nvestigation/RCRA Facility Investigation (R/RFl)



activities were evaluated to deternmine if the contam nant concentration for pyridines or

car ci nogeni ¢ PAHs exceedl ed the risk-based target cleanup |levels (RBTCLs) presented in the FS
and if the TCLP results exceeded discharge criteria (Mxi mum Contam nant Levels (MLs)) for
drinking water for benzene, pyridine and carcinogeni ¢ pol ynucl ear aromati c hydrocar bons( CPAHs) .

The visual characteristics of the sanples were conpared and areas that appeared to contain
the majority of contami nation were identified for renoval and treatnent. The vol une of soil be
renoved was cal cul ated and an estimate of the nmass of contaminants to be treated was nade. An
estimate of the nass of contaminants to renain was al so made. By conparing the two, the
percentage of the total contami nant nass to be treated was estinated. The foll owi ng sunmari zes
this process for the three CERCLA Areas.

Abandoned Railway Trench: According to the FS/CVB, the railway trench is approxinately

640 feet long by 17 feet wide. The railway trench is bordered by a wooden retaining wall on the
north and on the east and by a concrete building foundation on the south. The FS/ CMB ext ended
the width of soil requiring renediation beyond the limts of the trench 5 feet to the east and
to the west to include additional inpacted soils. The depth requiring renedi ati on was esti nat ed
to be 20 feet for the northern 490 feet (representing the depth to groundwater) and 4 feet for
the remai nder of the railway trench (representing the depth to just below the railbed). The
volume of material requiring treatnment was estimated in the FS/CVS to be 10, 320 cubi ¢ yards

The gross contamination is present in the original width of the railway trench (17 feet) to
a depth of approximately 5 feet (to the bottomof the railbed). The gross contam nation appears
toend within test pit J-05 where the description of the soil above the rail bed changes from
dark brown-grey sand and clay to brown sand and gravel, trace cobbl es, nedi umcoarse sand. No
sanpl es were taken south of this transition point. The |l ength of gross contam nation considered
in the revised volunmes was 512 feet (conpared to 640 feet estinmated in the FS/CVB), because the
contami nation was not as laterally extensive to the south as originally estimted, using the
criteria for identification of hot spots, as outlined bel ow

The results of the eval uation showed that a reduction in the amount of soil to be treated
coul d be made, while keeping a high percentage of reduction in the anmobunt of contam nation
removed. The FS/CMsS identified 10,320 cubic yards of soil to be treated. The EPA eval uation
determ ned an 82%reduction in that anmount. A revised anobunt of 1850 cubic yards of soil needed
treatnent. The percentage renoval of contam nants found in the revised soil anount is as
follows: 100% of the detected benzene; 99.9% of the detected pyridines; and 73.9% of the
det ect ed CPAHSs.

The vol urme of soil to be treated enconpasses 12 of the 15 sanpl es where concentrations
exceeded the industrial RBTCL (presented in the FS/CVB) and all four of the sanples where the
Toxicity Characteristics Leaching Procedure (TCLP) data showed exceedances of discharge
criteria. This volume does not include soils outside of the wooden retaining wall, because they
are part of the kickback area which is to be addressed in future actions, as is stated in the
FS/ C\VB

Former Drainage Ditch: The Forner Drainage Ditch contains two apparently separate areas of
contami nation - a layer of cinders/tar/oily gravel that varies fromabout 1 to 1.5 feet thick
and an oily material that occurs within the original drainage ditches .The FS/ CVS did not
include renedi ation of the cinder/tar/oily gravel layer in the volunme calcul ations. This |ayer
is attributed to the ki ckback area in the FS/COVB. The volume estinmated in the FS/ CVS that
requires renediation includes an area 35 foot wide by 4 feet thick along 660 feet of the west
drai nage channel and 50 feet al ong the east drai nage channel. (3700 cubic yards). The tota
volume of contami nation in the area of the drainage ditch, as presented in the FS/CMVB, is
approxi mately 5800 cubi c yards



The gross contam nation (besides the cinders/tar/oily gravel |ayer) does appear to be
centered on the west drainage channel. The width of the contam nated soil (visually identified
as black clayey silt, black silty clay, black silt (oily), and black tar) varies from5 to 12
feet wide according to the test pits. The revised volume of soil to be excavated and treated
includes the material centered on the west drainage channel and the cinders/tar/oily grave
layer that covers the area.

The results of the evaluation showed that a reduction in the amount of soil to be treated
coul d be made, while keeping a high percentage of reduction in the anobunt of contam nation
renmoved. The FS/CVB identified 5800 cubic yards of soil to be treated. The EPA eval uation
determ ned an 66%reduction in that anount, which resulted in a revised anount of 1950 cubic
yards to be treated. The percentage renoval of contaminants found in the revised soil anount is
as follows: 96.5%of the detected benzene; 99.6% of the detected pyridines; and 94. 7% of the
det ect ed CPAHSs.

The vol ume of soil to be treated enconpasses 7 of the 8 sanples where concentrations
exceeded the industrial RBTCL and both sanpl es where the TCLP data showed exceedances of
di scharge criteria.

Li mre Pond Drum Renoval Area: Waste nmaterials were deposited north and east of the Line
Pond in what is referred to in the FS/CV5 as the drumrenoval area. The wastes were originally
assuned to have been deposited in trenches, two running north-south east of the |line pond and
one runni ng east-west north of the Iime pond. The vol une of waste associated with these trenches
was estinmated based on the results of a geophysical investigation

The druns were |ocated and renoved as part of the Lime Pond drumrenoval project. Sanples of
the waste material around the druns were collected during the drumrenoval. The FS/ CVS esti nated
the volune of waste material based on an "L" shaped area to the north and east of the |ine pond
The depth of contami nated material was estinmated to be 15 feet. Based on these assunptions, the
volume of material requiring renediation was estinated in the FS/CVB to be 29,000 cubic yards

In the revised volune calculations, it was assuned that the gross contamnation is limted
to the trenches. Analytical data is unavailable in the areas outside the drumrenoval excavation
areas. Wiile it is possible that gross contam nation nay exi st outside of the trench areas, the
volume of gross contamination is not anticipated to be significant. This assunption is based on
the Rl geophysical evaluation. The depth of gross contam nation was estinated to be 10 feet. The
test pits excavated during the Line Pond drum renoval project extended to depths from4 to 12
feet bel ow ground surface. Druns were encountered as deep as 6 feet bel ow ground surface

The revi sed vol une of gross contam nation is about 5400 cubic yards, approxinmately 19% of
the volune calculated in the FS/CQVS. No sanples were collected and tested outside of the
excavation areas, therefore no conparison of nass contamnation to remain versus nass
contam nation to be treated can be perfornmed. Sone contam nation may renain through the
| eaching of the waste material.

Former Sludge Treatnent Pit: The Former Sludge Treatnment Pit was reeval uated using the
criteria mentioned above for determination of hot spot volunes. The volune presented in the
FS/ CVS (800 cubic yards) was found to be accurate for hot spot delineation at this area. South
Landfill/Fire Pond: The South Landfill/Fire Pond was reeval uated using the criteria nentioned
above for determination of hot spot volunes. Due to the wi despread contamination at this area
t he absence of any di scernabl e hot spot area, and the prohibitive volune of contam nated soils
at this area, it was determned that the South Landfill/Fire Pond woul d not be included in the
hot spot delineation. One area that was identified as a hot spot was the Fire Pond, which is the



subj ect of renediation as a portion of the Septenber 1993 ROD.

The cost and vol une estimates presented in the FS for the alternatives analysis are for hot
spot soils in the source areas which address the nost contami nated portions of these areas. The
term"hot spot soils" is defined as including, but not limted to, those soils which exhibit
vi si bl e evidence of contamination, or which fail the TCLP test.

The FS estimated vol unes of contam nated soil for each of the source areas. Further
evaluation of the Rl data showed that the soil contam nation was concentrated in discrete
locations within the source areas. These hot spots were found to be the greatest contributors to
groundwat er contam nati on. Over 90% of the soil contamination is present in these hot spot areas
whi ch conprise approxi mately 20% of the total volune presented in the FS. As a result, treating
the hot spot soils, which constitute a small portion of the source areas, was al so consi dered by
EPA Treatnent alternatives presented in the Septenber 1993 ROD represent cleanup of those hot
spot areas.

C Sel ect ed Renedy
The ROD for QU 2 (Septenber 1993) required

- Excavation and thermal treatnent of 8,100 tons of contam nated soils at four on-site
ar eas.

- Di sposal of treatnent condensate by off-site incineration
- Treatnent of sludge in a fifth on-site area by in-situ solidification
- Pl acenent of a soil cover over the solidified sludge

- Long-term groundwat er and source area nonitoring for all five CERCLA Areas.

I1l1. Description of the Significant D fferences and the Basis for those D fferences:

The Renedi al Action at the South Landfill was conpleted in April 1996. This action included
the solidification of approxinmately 12,882 tons of sludge in the south landfill and the
pl acenent of a soil cover over the solidified area.

During thernal treatnent operations at the site, it was determned that the najority of the
soils to be treated by thernal desorption contained extrenmely high BTU | evel s. The thernal
desorption system cannot process soils with a BTU | evel above 800 BTU | b. This 800 BTU I b | eve
is utilized throughout the thermal desorption industry as a standard for determning eligibility
and applicability of the technol ogy. Soils which contain organic material in excess of 800
BTU | b beconme additional fuel for the thernal desorption systemwhich results in tenperature
increases inside the primary kiln to | evels beyond the capabilities of the thernmal desorption
equi pnent. This leads to the destruction of the refractory linings, fires within the baghouse
and essentially, the incineration of the soils instead of the desorption of the contam nants
fromthe soils

In the sanpling performed by the PRP contractor, it was determned that the high BTU | eve
inthe soils is not a reflection of the contam nant concentration, but a reflection of the
content of total organic material (contam nation and naturally occurring organics) within the
soil. The PRP contractor tried to "blend" the soils in order to |lower the overall BTU |evel
However, when this blended naterial was treated, an exotherm c reaction occurred in the prinary



kil n causing an uncontrol |l abl e increase in tenperature which resulted in the shut down of the
systemto protect the associ ated hardware and personnel at the site. The feed soils were

i mredi ately sanpled for BTU | evel s and found to contain BTU "hot spots" exceeding 1000 BTU | b
These results denonstrate that the high BTU materi al cannot be bl ended thoroughly enough to
elimnate snmall BTU "hot spots"” in the soil that cause the exotherm c reactions. Therefore,
because this excavated soil could not be treated using the selected renedial nethod of thernal
desorption, the selected remedy nust be changed to address this renaining contam nated soil

A series of off-site disposal options were evaluated and subnmitted to U S. EPA for
consideration. These off-site disposal options included both treatnment options and options for
off-site disposal at a conpliant landfill. Because the selected remedy enpl oyed treatnent to
address the highly contam nated soils renoved fromthe hot spot areas, and the renedial intent
of the ROD was to renove the contami nants present in the soils, US. EPA and | DEM favor the
treatnent options presented for the remaining soils.

Oigi nal Renedy Modi fi ed Renmedy

Excavati on and on-site thernal Excavation and on-site thermal

desorption of 8,100 tons of desorption of 3,600 tons of contani nated

cont am nat ed soi l soi |

Of-site disposal of treatnent Excavation of 4,000 additional tons of

residuals by incineration contam nated soil to be addressed by this
action.

Of-site thernal treatnment of approxi mately
8,500 tons of contam nated soil in an
i ndustrial boiler or a cenent kiln

Through this ESD, EPAis allowing for off-site treatment of the contam nated soils as
opposed to the on-site treatnment required in the original ROD. Through a conbi nati on of these
two treatment options, the soil will be treated off-site to neet the perfornance standards
contained in the operational permts for each respective facility.

It is estimated that approxinately $1,250,000 in cost savings can be realized when using the
off-site treatnent soil treatnent options instead of on-site thernal treatnent

I V. Support Agency Comments

| DEM concurs with this ESD,

V. Affirmati on of the Statutory Determ nations

Consi dering the new infornmati on that has been devel oped and the changes that have been nmde
to the selected renedy, U 'S. EPA and | DEM bel i eve that the renedy remains protective of hunman
health and the environnent, conplies with federal and state requirenents that were identified in
the Septenber 1993 ROD as applicable or relevant and appropriate to this renedial action at the
tine of the original ROD, and is cost effective. In addition, the revised renmedy utilizes
permanent solutions and alternative treatment technol ogies to the maxi num extent practicable for
this site.

V. Public Participation Activities



US EPAwII publish a notice of this ESDin the Indianapolis Star, informng interested
parties that a copy of the ESD and supporting docunmentation is available at the Indianapolis
Public Library, 48 East St. dair, Indianapolis, Indiana, and at the U S. EPA regional offices
in Chicago, Illinois, 77 W Jackson-7th Fl oor, during nornmal business hours.

VII. Concurrence

<I MG SCR 98189A>



